Application No. 10/817,561 

Amendment and Remarks dated March 9, 2007 

Reply to Office Action dated December 1 1. 2006 

REMARKS 

The applicants have carefully reviewed and considered the Office Action of 1 1 December 
2006. In response, the applicants first wish to express their appreciation respecting the formal 
allowance of claims 1-19 and the substantive allowance of claim 25. The objections to the 
drawing sheets and the rejection of the claims will be addressed in the individual subsections 
presented below. 

I, The Objections to the Drawing Figures 

The specification has been amended to delete any reference to reference signs (A) and 
(B). Accordingly, the drawings do not need to be amended to include these reference signs and 
the objection to the drawing presented in paragraph one of the Office Action should be 
withdrawn. 

In addition, the specification has been amended to correct a typographical error. More 
specifically, at page 9, line 1 , reference number "58" has been changed to reference number -52- 
As now provided throughout the specification, the first electrical conductor is identified by 
reference number 56 while the wall of the resin body is identified by reference number 52. This 
is consistent with the illustration presented in Figure 2 of the application and, accordingly, there 
is no basis for objection to the drawing figure and that objection should now be withdrawn. 

Still fiirther, page 9, line 24 of the specification has been amended to reference "electrical 
drive motor 86". Thus, the specification now exclusively refers to a drive motor 86 and 86 is not 
identified with any other structure. This is also consistent with the showing in Figure 2 and, 
accordingly, there is no basis for the objection to the drawing figure with regard to reference 
character 86 and this objection should be withdrawn. 

II. The Provisional Obviousness/Type Double Patenting 
Rejection of Claims L 4. 14-17, 20 and 21 Based 
Upon Co-Pending Patent Application 10/870,193 
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Submitted with this amendment is a Temiinal Disclaimer referencing Panasonic's co- 
pending patent appUcation serial no. 10/870,193. This Terminal Disclaimer is sufficient to 
overcome this provisional double-patenting rejection. 

Ill, The Rejection of Claims 20-22 and 24 as Being 
Anticipated by U.S. Patent 3,401,420 to Lofgren 

In response to this Office Action, independent method claim 20 has been amended to now 
further recite the steps of "providing the upright vacuum cleaner with a canister assembly 
pivotally connected to a nozzle assembly" and "providing a suction generator on one of said 
nozzle assembly and said canister assembly". 

The Lofgren reference discloses a vacuum cleaner device incorporating an electrified 
hose 59 and a wand or handle 118 pivotally connected to a nozzle assembly 104 incorporating 
a motor driven agitator 105. Significantly, it must be noted that the Lofgren patent fails to 
disclose the concept of providing a canister assembly pivotally connected to a nozzle assembly 
where one of the canister assembly and nozzle assembly also carry a suction generator as now 
explicitly set forth in independent method claim 20. Accordingly, independent method claim 
20 patentably distinguishes over the prior art and should be formally allowed. Claims 2 1 , 22 and 
24 which depend from independent method claim 20 and are rejected on the same grounds are 
equally allowable for the same reasons. 

IV. The Rejection of Claim 23 as Being Unpatentable Over 
THE Lofgren Reference when Considered in Further 
Combination with U,S, Patent 6363.570 to Kasper et al. 

As noted above, the Lofgren patent fails to disclose the concept of providing a canister 
assembly pivotally connected to a nozzle assembly wherein one of the canister assembly and 
nozzle assembly also carry a suction generator as set forth in independent method claim 20 from 
which claim 23 depends. The Examiner further argues that the secondary reference to Kasper 
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et al "discloses a cleaning attachment having a light source (Figure 3, no. 63)." It must be 
appreciated, however, that the structure disclosed in Figure 3 is the base module or nozzle 
assembly 1 4 and not a separate cleaning attachment. Accordingly, the combination of references 
fails to disclose a separate cleaning attachment equipped with a rotary agitator and a cooperating 
rotary agitator drive motor much less such attachment further equipped with a light source as set 
forth in claim 23. Thus, claim 23 patentably distinguishes over this art and should be formally 
allowed. 

In conclusion, the drawings and specification are in compliance with all of the formal 
requirements of the patent statutes. Further, all the pending claims patentably distinguish over 
the prior art and should be formally allowed. Upon carefiil review and consideration it is 
believed that the Examiner will agree with this proposition. Accordingly, the early issuance of 
a formal Notice of Allowance is eamestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 



KING & SCHICKLI, PLLC 




Warren D. Schickli 
Registration No. 3 1,057 



247 North Broadway 
Lexington, KY 40507 
(859) 252-0889 
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